presidential campaign and its media coverage, trying to expose both the arguments posed by proponents of various solutions with regard to referring to biracial people, and the race issue-related paradoxes revealed in contexts where language use meets ideological positions. Ewa Wałaszewska's paper, "Like in similes -a relevance-theoretic view", reopens a relevance-theoretic perspective to examine the meaning of like as used in similes. Acknowledging the fact that similes are close to metaphors, the author suggests that like in similes is different from like employed in literal comparisons. In particular, it is claimed that, contrary to the current relevance-theoretic position on the issue, like in similes introduces an ad hoc concept. Like conceived of in this way is seen as both conceptual and procedural and, as such, as distinct from both the conceptual like used in literal comparisons and the procedural like functioning as a pragmatic marker. It is further claimed that the proposed model allows to efficiently account for the similarities and differences between similes, metaphors and literal comparisons.
The last paper in the present issue, "Performing anaphora in Modern Greek: a neoGricean pragmatic analysis" by Michael Chiou, addresses the problem of interpreting anaphoric NPs in Modern Greek. It includes a proposal of analysis based on the systematic interaction of the neo-Gricean pragmatic principles of communication, which should result in a neat and elegant approach to NP-anaphora resolution. The author suggests that the study provides evidence for an account of NP-anaphora in terms of the division of labour between syntax and pragmatics and with reference to the neo-Gricean pragmatic principles.
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